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□ Box No. Ill 
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Basis of the opinion 
Priority 

Non-establishment of opinion with regard to novelty, inventive step and industrial applicability 
Lack of unity of invention 

Reasoned statement under Rule 43b/s.1 (a)(i) with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial 

applicability; citations and explanations supporting such statement 

Certain documents cited 

Certain defects in the international application 

Certain observations on the international application 



FURTHER ACTION 

If a demand for international preliminary examination is made, this opinion will usually be considered to be a 
wntten opinion of the International Preliminary Examining Authority (IPEA"). However, this does not apply where 
the applicant chooses an Authority other than this one to be the IPEA and the chosen IPEA has notifed the 
International Bureau under Rule 66.1 b/s(b) that written opinions of this International Searching Authority 
will not be so considered. y 

If this opinion is as provided above, considered to be a written opinion of the IPEA. the applicant is invited to 
submit to the IPEA a written reply together, where appropriate, with amendments, before the expiration of three 
^l^i^e^r^l^ ^ PCJASA/22 ° or before tho expiration of 22 months from the priority date, 

For further options, see Form PCT/1SA220. 
3. For further details, see notes to Form PCT/1SA/220. 
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Box No. I Basis of the opinion 



a. type of material: 

□ a sequence listing 

□ table(s) related to the sequence listing 

b. format of material: 

□ in written format 

□ in computer readable form 

c. time of filing/furnishing: 

□ contained in the international application as filed. 

□ filed together with the international application in computer readable form. 

□ furnished subsequently to this Authority for the purposes of search. 

4. Additional comments: 
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Box No. IV Lack of unity of invention 

1 . H In response to the invitation (Form PCT/ISA>206) to pay additional fees, the applicant has: 

□ paid additional fees. 

□ paid additional fees under protest. 
E3 not paid additional fees. 

2. □ This Authority found that the requirement of unity of invention is not complied with and chose not to invite 

the applicant to pay additional fees. 

3. This Authority considers that the requirement of unity of invention in accordance with Rule 13.1, 13.2 and 13.3 is 

□ complied with 

EI not complied with for the following reasons: 
see separate sheet 

4. Consequently, this report has been established in respect of the following parts of the international application: 

□ all parts. 

S the parts relating to claims Nos. 1-25,36 



Box No. V Reasoned statement under Rule 43WsLl(a)(i) with regard to novelty, inventive step or 
industrial applicability; citations and explanations supporting such statement 

1. Statement 

Novelty (N) Yes: Claims 1-25,36 

No: Claims 

Inventive step (IS) Yes: Claims 

No: Claims 1 ,2,3,8-1 2, 1 8,1 9,21 

Industrial applicability (IA) Yes: Claims 1-25,36 

No: Claims 



2. Citations and explanations 
see separate sheet 
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Box No. VI Certain documents cited 

1. Certain published documents (Rules 436/s.l and 70.10) 
and /or 

2. Non-written disclosures (Rules 43£>/s.1 and 70.9) 
see form 210 
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Reference is made to the following documents: ^~ 

D1: WO 01 34403 

D2: US 2001/0048862 

D3: US A 5 044 873 

D4: US 2003/0044260 

To point IV 

1 . This Authority considers that there are 2 inventions covered by the claims. 

The reasons for which the inventions are not so linked as to form a single general 
inventive concept, as required by Rule 13.1 . PCT, are as follows: 

1.1 Claim 1 8 refers to a binding apparatus for binding sheets together and claim 26 refers 
to a sheet collector. Claims 1 8 and 26 have only the following common feature: 

a sheet collector. 

1 .2 The claims address the following problems: 

Claim 1 8 addresses the problem of providing an apparatus for binding sheets 
Claim 26 addresses the problem of providing a sheet collector 

In view of these different problems addressed, the technical interrelationship between 
the subject matter of claims 18 and 26 does not involve any of the same and/or 
corresponding technical features other than the one mentioned under 1.1. 

1 .3 A sheet collector per se is well known in the art: see e.g. D1 ref sign 1 5, fig 1 

1 .4 Hence the technical interrelationship between the common features of claims 1 8 and 26 
does not involve any common special technical feature in the sense of Rule 13.2. PCT. 

To point V 
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2. The present application does not meet the criteria of Article 33(1) PCT, Because the 
subject-matter of claims 1 , 2, 3, 8-1 2, 1 8, 1 9 and 21 does not involve an inventive step 
in the sense of Article 33(3) PCT. 

2. t Document D2 discloses: 

A process for binding sheets together, the binding process comprising the steps of: 
feeding sheets of paper folded along a fold line (20a) 

applying adhesive (gluing station 24) to the fold line of selected sheets as they are 
passed over a supporting surface (10) 

and stacking successive sheets such that the fold lines of each sheet are substantially 
aligned (this happens as a folded product 20b is placed the folded sheet 20a). 

The subject matter of claim 1 differs therefrom in that the sheets are first folded before 
adhesive is applied to them. 

Obviously, for a printed sheet (printers do print on flat webs or sheets) to be available 
in the form of a folded sheet, it will be necessary to first fold it. An apparatus for folding 
sheets is well known in the filed of binding, see particularly D3 fig 5 and column 4, line 
60 to column 5 line 20, D4 fig 1 (ref sign 1 0) §0029, §0030. 

Therefore, it would be obvious for the skilled person confronted with the problem of 
folding the sheets before applying adhesive to them to use a folding apparatus as 
disclosed in any of the previously cited documents hence getting to the method of claim 
1 without the need of any inventive activity. 

2.2 The same argumentations apply mutatis mutandis to the binding apparatus of claim 1 8. 
Therefore, the subject matter of claim 18 is not inventive. 

2.3 Document D2 also discloses that the adhesive is applied to the outside of the fold line 
(claims 2, 19, 21), that a cover is fed to the folding apparatus (see ref. sign 22 and 
station 26) (claims 8 and 9), that pressure is applied to the spine of the aligned folds 
(pressure roller 27) (claims 1 0, 1 1 , 1 2). 
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Moreover, applying the adhesive inside the fold instead of outside (claim 3) does not 
involve any inventive activity since it represents simply one of the two possibilities the 
skilled person would have: i.e. either to apply the adhesive inside or outside the fold. 

Therefore, the subject matter of claims 2, 3; 8-12, t9 and 21 is not inventive. 

3. Claims 4 and 1 9 disclose a biding method and a binding apparatus wherein the adhesive 
is applied inside the fold through a slot of the supporting surface. Since all documents 
sited in the search report show the application of adhesive from the opposite side of the 
fold with respect to the supporting surface, the binding method/apparatus comprising the 
step above appears to comply with the requirements of Art 33 (2)(3) PCT. 
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